Parnell.
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not, like Mr. Forster's, arbitrary.    They were legal isss.
and constitutional-    But they were used with such
vigour and determination,  that they  completely
re-established    order,    and    substituted    regular
authority for brute force.1

Mr. Forster was more successful in Parliament
than he had been in Ireland. During the long
debates on the Address which preluded the session
of 1883 he found an opportunity to make upon Feb. 22.
his old opponent, Mr. Paraell, a direct personal
attack. He chose his ground well, and developed
his case with masterly skill in the most powerful
speech of his life. Although the air was then
thick with the revelations of Carey and with
rumours of what he might yet reveal, Forster
expressly said that he did not accuse Parnell of
complicity with murder. He accused him of
presiding over an organisation which encouraged
and connived at outrage without using his influence
to put outrage down. By means of copious and
well-arranged extracts from speeches and journals,
he showed that the Leaders of the Land League,
including Parnell himself, so far from denouncing
moonlighters* and other agrarian criminals, had
referred to such offences in language of revolting
callousness, and had taken advantage, in their
campaign against the landlords, of the terror which
they inspired. " This is/' said Forster, " the first
time in the history of either England or Ireland in
which an agitation has been conducted by appeals
to personal injury to individuals, and not by
appeals to the voter, or to public opinion/' Mr.
Forster's indictment was tremendous, and the
result of it was never effaced. It is the foundation

1 In March 1883, Lord Spencer, being: wholly absorbed in Irish
business gave up the Presidency of the Council to Lord Carlingford,
who held it with the Privy Seal. Lord Spencer, however, remained a
Member of the Cabinet, though he was seldom able to attend it.